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I. DESCRIPTION OF THE RECORD
Application File for U.S. Trademark Application Serial No. 78-481770 (““770"); and
Application File for U.S. Trademark Application Serial No. 78-672972 (**9727).

Opposer’s Evidence:

(1) Trial Testimony of Joseph Serra (“IS Tr. Test.”), with Opp. Ex. 100—153";

(2) Opposer’s First Notice of Reliance: Third Party Generic Use of the Term “Paveway”
(Opp. Ex. 102 — 164);

(3) Opposer’s Second Notice of Reliance: Documents To Which Authenticity Was Admitted
By Applicant In Applicant’s Response to Request for Admissions (Opp. Ex. 163 — 180);

4) Opposer’s Third Notice of Reliance: 30(b)(6) Deposition Testimony Of Applicant
Raytheon Company through Ben Ford (“BF Dep. Test.”), with Exhibits 1 - 43 (“BI Dep. Ex.
~™); resubmitted on December 1, 2010, to re-designate portions as non-confidential.

(5) Opposer’s Fourth Notice of Reliance: Applicant Raytheon’s Discovery Responses to
[nterrogatories And Documents Submitted In Response Thereto (Opp. Ex. 184 — 191);

(6) Opposer’s Fifth Notice of Reliance: Affidavits of Curtis Cummings (“Cummings Aff.”),
Steven Oakeson (“Oakeson Aff.””) and Scott Driscoll (“Driscoll Aff.””), Being Submitted
Pursuant to Joint Stipulation filed with the Board January 20, 2010 and approved January 22,
2010 (Opp. Ex. 181 — 183);

(7)  Opposer’s Sixth Notice of Reliance: Third Party Generic Use of the Term “Paveway”

(Opp. Ex. 192 —201);

' Some documents in the Opposer’s Notices of Reliance are marked with pre-printed exhibit tags
reading “Plaintiff’s Exhibit,” and others are identified as “Opposer’s Exhibit.” In this brief
“Plaintiff’s Exhibits” and “Opposer’s Exhibits” will be referred to as “Opp. Ex »
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®) Opposer’s Seventh Notice of Reliance: Decisions from Foreign Jurisdictions®; (Opp. Ex.
202 —207);

(9) Opposer’s Eighth Notice of Reliance: Additional Designations of Discovery Deposition
Testimony Taken of Opposer’s 30(b)(6) witnesses.

(10)  Trial Testimony of Barry Maxwell (“BM Tr. Test.”) and exhibits thereto (“BM Tr. Test.

Bt . - ")

(11)  Trial Testimony of Richard Freibert (“RF Tr. Test.”) and exhibits thereto (“RF Tr. Test.

Ex. ”)

? Opposer objects to the Applicant’s Eighth Notice of Reliance regarding decisions from foreign
jurisdictions, (see supra) and submits Opposer’s Seventh NOR in the alternative should Board
consider the foreign registrations in Applicant’s Eighth NOR.
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